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MESSAGE

Fnclosed is a RCRA 1nvest1gat10n report for Talley Defense
Systems. I conducted this inspection as an overview of the new
State Inspectors. The State provided me their inspection report
and 1 am providing them mine, along with some critical remarks.
Pale Anderson, the State Inspector, included the surface impcundment
rortion of the State's Checklist. He is interpreting. Plant 3
as being storage in a surface impoundment (S0O4) as well as
treatement other (TO3) (open burning). I don't think that their
cperation at Plant 3 would meet the definition of a surface
impoundment particularly in light of the fact that the wet waste
(propellent) is not RCRA hazardous. It basically is hydrated
ammonium perchlorate and does not meet the definition of the PCRA
characteristics. When it dries, it becomes ignitable and is

treated by burning. I explainedR®He situation to Bob Kayser at
FPA-EQ (FTS 382-4536). After he spoke with others at EPA-HQ,

he phoned back to say that the burn pit did not mset the definition
ot an impoundment. S
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